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“we presently heve oa that print is the testimony of at. Dey himseise 


Aucuot:28, 1964 


To: Js Lee Rankin ye 
sromz: Wesley o. Licbeler : 
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HOSEL Es z 
tne pelnozint WALcH 
“ioc ne Liftedc frcea 


in and Slawson and I raise questions covering -. * 

t. Day of the Dallas tolice Depzrment tcsti# 

the uncerside of the barrel of the K-l rifle 
x 


nae 


cr 


on Noveaber 22, 1952. Waat story is set Zorth on pages 7-10 of the - 
proposed Zinal draft of Chapter LV of the Report, copies of which, 
ofa ctcachea. ° i. 


We sucnost that additional investigation ba conducted to —— 
Geteruine with Cretter certsincy thee tne palmprint wos actually 
lifted from the rifle as Lt. Day hes testified. ‘The oniy evidcance 


He has stctoe thas although he lifted the paimpriat oa November 22, - 
1653, he dic soz provide a covy of the lifts to the Far uacil 
November 25, 1563 (9 B 260-5:). Ne also testifiec thet ‘2scer che. 


St2t he “could ecllisece tr2ccs Gf tc prene unGey tho carved and 


wes coins to try to use photography to oring off of bring cut a : 
Ssctar orintn.” Mr. Latone of the Sb2 testigied with ~eepect to es 
she lift of the palmsrint, that "evicenuly the lifting had been so... ° 
complete thot there was nothing lefc to snow any marking on the gua .- 
itself es to the existence of such--even an attempt on the part of. - 
anyone cise to process the rifie” (Td. at 24). ; : 
.Gcditional probleas are raised by the fact thet: i ams é 
1) Me. Latone teect£ied that the poor finish of the Kel 
wifite made it rotate end not conducive to getting a good print; 
: QO 
2) None of tha other prints on, the rifle could be identi fee 
Docause chey were of such poor quailty; - 
2) The other prints on the sifle were pz rotected by cellophane 
waile S36 E£Scs where tac.  .. hae been lifted wag NOt, GVaa 
ae Ls. Ray teetiHed thee afcor the 1ffé-the "/oalm/ pane onc 
esa waco casir best bet, seiil vewatacd oa there," when he wos cskad ° . 
Gay ac “he not releaced tha 11zt to the or on November 22, 1953 % gf wy, «8 
sg i : 
% ‘ ’ ‘ ‘ ; . i “4 . 
tt - ‘ $ >. 2 gc. . 1, 's 
. vf * . e is ~~ “< = ‘ 
. | a % ‘ . a? 
é we fis Se” fe : . = é . we 
O » -« ' 
s Pg Mello ke . — 
‘ e e e . Honea °, 


* 
Ane eR ee re ae ET Te DO er 
%4 “9% er Uge's ‘ : . . * 6 ‘7 See ee eRe ° 
' . s*. ys : ; ‘ ¥ Gy se. 


We morn gt ov patee -- ‘ re oe? SF ge ergs He 
. ‘ = Oe 7 ; a wi? 
: N / ‘ f . * ; vt mt, 4 so 


' ‘ . . .* 623 Fox = - goss ts Corie. 2 22 
ww f +0ts2 ate?® 2° a 8 he * as O98 928 fi ria gad Vig: viv tn hl bich id 


a - 
. ; peer 
. 


et a 0 we bs te tw te owe ees et ete 6 ee ee we: .. be ee ae. ee + oe oe nee Ce ts tee emt, a a” eters en te ee Bete, Bene ot ne + Lae 
e - 


S * 


Be 


~ 


EEE IFT PLT OE Lt POC TERN ig ye wae or IEE PRE OA FL ye eee FONE PAA IN REE OL, OOTP TET OI ET TTT OTe : 
° 2 ‘ > . . of . 


_- * . . » & - 
—— otal ents teeth, oe ns te te be aBaae «a. 
’ fo" 


oe ‘a 


We should review the above circumstances at our cohfercnce 

with Agent Latons and Inspector Malley. The configuration of the 
“palm print should be reviewed to deterrainc, if possibis, whctor 
or not it was rerioved from 2 cylindricel surface. The possibility 
thot the paim print or cvidence of the lift was destroyed while tne 
zjiie wos in trancit should be zevicewed with them. The exect — 
concitieon of the rifle at the time it was turned over to the FB. 
Dallas office should be ascertained. Agat Latona should be asked 
if he can think of any explanation for tne apparcnt conflict in the 
above testimony. 


‘We snoule alsc: 
lY Determine whether or not Lt, Day hed assistance when 
_he worked with the prints on the rifle. If he did, we 
sucule obtain staternents frora those who <ssisteG him. 


2) Lt. Dzy should be asked why he preserved the fingerpriss 
on the rifle, wnich were not sufiicieatly clear to make 
positive identizicctica, and yet Cid not preserve the paim print, which 

was clear oncughn.ior that purpose... r 


3) Lt. Day should also be asked way he removec caly the 
Diuva priat anc should be questioned again concerning his . 
reco.le ction that he saw the peim print still on the rifle after he 
S63 ita ist. 
4) ut. Dey snould be asked if he tock any photographs of 
“3c palm print om the sifle after the ligt. He mey have 
Cong G0, wince he did pactosraph the less valuable fingerprints, aad 
“15 paisa print on the rifls, according to nis testimony, was still the 
Mbsst bet! for identification. It.is also significant that Lr. Day stated 
that ic was going to atvcerayt to get @ better print through use of 
protogravay. 
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Wesley J. Liebalor 
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